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Castro’s overt offenise was worse than Nas-
ser’s, He conflscated American property
worth. & billion dollars. But where Nasser
arranged to pay. for the .canal out of tolls,
Castro gave only the vaguest suggestlons
that he might, sometime, pay.

Looking down, Aristophanes might -even
profess to understand why, after the Bay of
Pigs, Castro decided to take all the arms he
could get from Khrushchev. If that meant
the risk of storing offensive missiles, the price
was acceptable, but 1t is debatable whether
Castro preferred it that way. )

In any event, Washington’s hopes of un-
dermining Castro’s-regime into economic col~
lapse were jolted first by Canada’s bland
announcement that $33 million In wheat
would be sent to Cuba, and now by the sale
of British buses.

The British, still smarting from their 1956
debacle, observed wryly that thelr selling
surplus buses to Cuba was hardly a greater
‘erime than U.S, sales of surplus wheat to the
Soviet.

The grumbling of the State. Department
over the British defection is based on the
fact that the mere existence of a Communist
regime in Cuba corrodes our whole political
and economic position in this hemisphere.
It makes reforms projected under the Alli-
ance for Progress appear to be the slowest
and most. expensive means of dispossessing
the haves. .

Thus there are two sharp edges to our
problem of Cuba. One is that for years and
many billions of dollars we have been con-
tending that hunger and a draggy economy
drive people to communism. So when some-
body relieves the hunger and sconomie pinch,
we complain that this will strengthen com-
munism.

The other edge Is that we remain unable
to find a nice, pious, high-sounding, moral
reason for swatting Castro that will keep the
rest of the world from sounding lke the
United States In defense of Nasser.

That is what Aristophanes was

gigpling
about. - )

Vietnam Crisis

SPEECH
OF

HON. F. BRADFORD MORSE

OF MASSACHUSETTS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Friday, January 31, 1964

Mr. MORSE. - Mr. Speaker, the over-
throw by a military junta of the mili-
tary junta which overthrew the Diem re-
gime in South Vietnam dramatizes once
again the deteriorating situation in
southeast Asia and points up more
sharply the need for hard data about
the progress of the war.

Whether out of confusion or desizn
the administration has issued this week
alone no less than three conflicting ac-
counts of the Vietnam crisis. On Mon-
day the Secretary of Defense reported
gloomily to the House Armed Services
Committee that the Vietcong Commu-
nist guerrillas have made considerable
progress since-the fall of the Diem re-
gime. On Tuesday, the Secretary told
a press conference that there has been
8 very noticeable improvement in the
operations. . '

At this polnt in the review, the Wash-
ington Post called the administration
statements a retreat from eandor and
called” for an end to the verbal ams=
biguity on Vietnam. - :

&
NERY

- Not to be deterred, however, the -Sec=
retary told the Armed Services Commit-
tee Wednesday: :

The new Government * * * has consid~

erably more popular support than its prede-

cessor and the military revolutionary com--

mittee is beginning to take action to inten-
sify military operations and to improve civil
administration, N

At that very moment, the military
revolutionary committee was being

ousted by military dissidents who ac~

cused the ruling generals of negotiating
with France to neutralize Vietnam. I
am confused by this turn’'of events and
I think the American people are also
confused. As the Washington Post sug-
gested in its editorial:

Isn’t it time for the administration to
show more faith in the intelligence and good
sense of the American people?

We know that some 15,500 American
military troops and advisors and tech-
niclans are in South Vietnam. Beyond
that we know little. 'The highly touted
strategic hamlet defense system is gen-
erally agreed to be in shambles. The
Vietcong have made military advances
in recent weeks and have killed and
wounded more men and eaptured more.
weapons than the
forces.

James Reston put the matter well this
week when he wrote that the “first cas-
ualty in every war is truth” and com-
mented that the official statements on
Vietham are “so confusing that nobody
can quite make out what the official view
of the war actually is.” I think that the

Congress and the people of the United

States must be told the facts about the
situation in Vietnam. If the administra-
tion, as it increasingly appears, does not
know what is going on, we must be told
why we do not know. With all the

mericans present in the country, with a
direct line from Saigon to Washington,
someone must have the facts and they
should be presented clearly and objec-
tively if the administration expects to
retain support for its operations in Viet-
nam. ) )

Under unanimous consent, I include
the Post editorial of Wednesday, Jan-
uary 29, and the column of James Reston
which appeared in the New York Times
and the Boston Herald-Traveler of the
same date in the Appendix of the
RECORD:

[From the Washington (D.C.) Post,
Jan, 29, 1964]
RETREAT FROM CANDOR

On Monday, Secretary of Defense Mec-
Namara told the House Armed Services Com-=
mittee that the situation in South Vietnam
remains grave and added: “I must report
that they [the Communists] have made
conslderable progress since the coup.” But
on Tuesday, at a press conference, Mr. Mc-
Namara seemed to nullify his earlier com-
ments by stressing that there “has been a
very noticeable improvement” in the con-
duct of the war and that he was “encouraged
by the progress of the last 2 weeks.”

Verbal ambiguity is an old story on Viet-
nam. Americans, it seems, must be told
that the war in that country is hard and
dificult—but that it is getting bétter, This

" 1s an old story; the French generals in Indo-
china made comments that sound very much
the same, i

As late as 1060, it was Insisted thap there

anti-Communist
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wasg no guerrilla problem 4n South Vietnam,.
even - though village chiefs were being
slaughtered daily. A year ago, the. Diem
regime was praised as the shining hope of
freedom and the strateglec hamlet program
was extolled as a cure-all for the guerrilla
diseage. Now we know that the Diem regime
was widely detested, and Mr. McNamara
concedes that in the vital delta area the
hamlet program was overextended.
Throughout, there is the impression that
the administration is reluctant to tell the -
American people the undiluted truth—that
the Vietnam war is being fought on terrain
favorable {o the guerrillas and that the ouf~
look for clear-cut military victory is bleak.
Thus every pessimistic report must be fol-
lowed, as Mr. McNamara demonstrated with
his Tuesday remarks, by optimistic exhorta-
tlons, .
Isn't 1t time for the administration to
show more faith in-the intelligence and
good. sense of the American people?
[From the Boston (Mass.) Herald-Traveler,
Jan. 29, 1964]

MCNAMARA ADDS TO VIET CONFUSION
(By James Reston)

WasHINGTON —The first casualty in every
wer is truth, and the war In Vietnam has
been no exception. Only now s the Penta-
gon confirming the gloomy newspaper re-
ports it was denying last autumn, but its
official statements are still so confusing that
nobody can quite make out what the official
view of the war actually is. . .

Secretary of Defense McNamara, for ex-
ample, sald Tuesday at a news conference
that he was encouraged by the progress of
the last 2 weeks.

POLICY IN DOUBT

Monday, however, McNamara told the
House Armed Services Committee that the
sltuation  in Vietham continues grave and
“I must report that they [the Communists]
have made considerable progress since the
coup” against the Diem government last
November. -

These two statements are not necessarily
contradictory, but the rest of Secretary Mc-
Namara’s written statement to the commit-
tee not only illustrates the change in the
official Une since last fall, but also leaves
doubt about whether the Johnson adminis-
tration is preparing to pull out of Vietnam
or step up the pace of the war.

Last fall, the Kennedy administration was
both trying to bring down the Diem govern-
ment and complalning about reports that
newspaper correspondents there on its ef-
forts to’ bring that government down.

The’ official complaint then was that the
reporters, particularly David Halberstam, of
the New York Times, and Neil Sheehan,: of
United Press International, were concentrat-
ing on the political events in the capital of
Balgon and ignoring the fact that the war
was going well out in the country.

DIFFERENT TUNE

Monday, in contrast, Secretary McNamara
sald “the Vietcong [Communists] was quick
to take advantage of the growing opposi-
tlon fo the Diem government and the period
of uncertainty after its overthrow. Vietcong
activities were already increasing in Sep-
tember and continued -to increase at an
accelerated rate in October and November,
particularly in the delta area. And I must
report that they have made constderable
brogress since the coup.”

Despite this ‘analysls, the- White House
announced last October 2, after Secretary
McNamara’s return from Salgon, “the mili-
tary program Iin South Vietnam has made
progress and is sound in prineiple, though
Improvements are being energetically sought.

The White House statement added that
1,000 U .S. military personnel were being with-
drawn by the end of 1963 and that “the

- Approved For Release 2005/02/10 : CIA-RDP66B00403R000200130045-5



A~

LN
Approved For Release 2005/02/10 : CIA-RDP66B00403R000200130045-5

A450

major part of the US. milltary task can be
completed by the end of 1965, although there
may be a continulng requirement for a limit-
ed number of U.S. training personnel.”

WAIT DRY SEASON

Monday, however, McNamars, while de-
fending this statement, both hoped that the
Vietnamese could win the war by themselves
and indicated that the United States might
have to Intervene with all necessary mMeERs-
ures within our capability.

“We hope that,” he sald, "with our full
support, the new government can take bold
and eventually suppress the Vietcong in-
surrection. The dry season will give us &
firmer basis for this judgment. However,
the survival of an Independent government
in South Vietnam is so Importani to the
security of all of southeast Asia and to the
free world, that I can conceive of no alter-
native other than to take a&ll necessary meas-
ures within our capability to preveni &
Communist vietory.”

It may be that so many official statements
on Vietnam have been so misleading in the
past that observers here are seelng con-
tradictions in McNamara's testimony that
don’t exist. But If the situation is grave and
the Secretary of Defense can talk openly
about even the posstbllity of taking all neces-
sary measures within our capability, then
the time has come for A much wider inquiry
into the government's intentions.

If the situatlon is grave why are troops
being withdrawn? If the Secretary of De-
fense is encouraged by the progress of the
last 2 weeks, why 18 he talking about taking
all measures within our capability.

This would amount to a wholly new policy.
Gradually, the Untted States has got sucked
deeper and deeper into the bog In South
Vietnam. First, we were training the Viet-
naniese, then flying them in combat, usually
without any clear knowledge among the
American people about what was golng on.

President Johnson has said nothing about
this, and neither has Secretary of State Rusk,
but it would be nice to know if any new inter-
ventlon 1s now belng consldered.

Modern Warfare: Nonnuclear Style

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. JOHN 0. MARSH, JR.

OF VIRGINIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Friday, January 31, 1964

Mr. MARSH. Mr. Speaker, while the
dreadful capacity for destruction inher-
ent in nuclear warfare has contributed to
our shaky preservation, so far, from the
holocaust of a globsl contest of arms, the
ugly pockmarks of localized war testily
grimly that the danger of & catastrophic
eccalation into nuclear battle has not
deterred aggressors against freedom
from resort to deadly combat with mod-
ernized versions of conventional weapons
and tacties.

The war we fear most Is nuclear war,
but while we invest heavlly in nuclear
deterrent capacity, it is important that
we keep in mind that the wars now being
fought, and thosc In danger of flaring up
in a score of locations around the globe,
can be bloody, protracted, costly in lives
and materiel.

Counterguerrilla warfare, as in Viet-
ram, presents problems of pecullar diffi-
culty. They have been under continuing
study by Dr. James D. Atkinson of
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Georgetown University. He has set
down some of his observations in the
January-February 1984 issue of Ord-
nance, the journal of the American
Ordnance Assoclation.

Under leave to extend my remarks in
the Appendix, Mr. Speaker, I inciude the
text of Dr. Atkinson's article, as follows:

COUNTERGUERRILL.A WARFARE
(By Dr. James D. Atkinson)

In the coming decade it may be expected
that the world will continue to be faced with
nelther peace nor war, but with & mixture
of both peace and war. This ia underscored
by the testimony of Becretary of Defense
Robert §. McNamara before the Armed Scrv-
lces Committee of the House of Representa-
tives on Janusary 80, 1983.

Secretary McHamasra pointed out that
"there has been no change In the policy of
the Soviet Union to encourage what Mr.
Khrushchev calls wars of national liberation
or popular revolts, and which we know a8
covert armed aggression, guerrilla warfare,
and subversion.”

The Sceretary of Defonse was no less em-
phatlc with reference to specific areas of the
world. Thus he noted that the pattern of
guerrilla warfare in southeast Asia was a
long-term probiem. He indicated that “the
situation in Laos is still gulte precarious.
We have withdrawn our military advisers
and training misatons but we have as yet
no assurance that the other slde has done
the same.”

And the situation in Vietnam also was
one, he sald, that probably would not yield
to short-term solutions, for “victory over the
Vietcong will most likely take meny years."”

The careful sssessment of the Secretary
of Defense would seem to indicate that a
broad approach to the subject of guerrilia
warfare is necessary. Guerrilla war Is not
simply a political or & mliitary problem.
It is. tnstead, a peychopolitical, a milltary,
an economic, and a technologieal problem of
a serlous nature.

It would be fatuous to attemp to deem-
phasize the importance of the individual
person in guerrilla warfere, The Commu-
nist cadre, for example, would refute this no
less than the dedicated freedom fighter in
the non-Communist ranks. -

Equally, however, 1t would be rash to dis-
regard the signficance of the application of
technology to particular problems. Those
nations or those societies which do this
more qulckly and more surely than thelr op-
posite numbers inevitably will obtain an
ascendency over the course of events In
world politics.

Dr. L. V. Berkner, president of the Graduate
Research Center of the Southwest, indicated
the far-reaching importance of today's tech-
nological revolution when he stated that
“nations that fall to capture the spirit and
needs of revolutionary times have been sub-
merged by peoples who are in tune with the
forces of progress.”

The attempt to apply technology to guer-
rilla warfare is not new. During the 1830's
the -British experimented with alreraft and
wheeled vehicles (armored cars and trucks)
in frregular warfare in Nejed and Irag. Then,
too. technology played a not unkmportant
part in the guerrilla and resistance warfarc
that took place during the Second World
War.

But it was not until what might be called
the quantwm jump in technology that oc-
curred in the post-World War 11 perfod that
technological advances offered 80 much
promise for application to guerrilla warfare.

Many advanced ground and amphliblan
vehicles (for example, the plenum air track
vehicle, the Gamma Coat, etc.) are under
development, but the limitations of epacs
preclude s discussion of land vchicles or
amphibians in this article.

The almost bewildering varieties of tech-
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nological applications are such that I should
1ixe to discuss in this paper—and then only
in an exploratory way—threc aspects of tech-
nological applioation to guerrilla warfare:
(1) Afrcraft and pir-cushlon vehlicles, (2)
intelligence, and (3) chemical agents.

Air-cushion vehicles, with the capability
of skimming over land or water surfaces,
offer highly promising advantages for opera-
tions in roadless areas.

Helicopters already have been employed
with much success tn today's guerrilla war-
fare, but their potential s far from being
realized. Technologlcal advances are such
that during the next few vears we can ex-
pect helicopters to have an average cruise
speed of about 300 knots, a payload of 8,000
pounds, and an operating radius of 150
nautical miles.

The advanced fighter (or support) heli-
copter alsc would appear to offer some de-
cided advanteges in counterguerrilla opera-
tions. Heavier payloads will permit the
mounting of 7.62-millimeter machineguns
and rockets end the carrying of napalm
bombs. New metals, plastic, and technigues
can be expected to provide protection for
personnel and vital parts in attack hell-
copters.

In a confrontation of a small alr-mobile
counterguerrilla force witk a large number
of guerrillne, for example, the employment
of rockets and napalm bombs could be ex-
pected to render many of the guerrillas
harmless and also have a considerable psy-
chological impact on the survivors' further
will to resist.

VTOL's and 8TOL's also nre on the thresh-
old of significant advances in capabilities.
The state of the art 18 such that a 10,000~
pound payload should be feasible by 1966-87.
This would, of course, confer declded ad-
vantages in ferrying missions, close-support
operation, reconnaissance, and search and
rescue missions.

It 1s not suggested that there is a conflict
vetween helicopters and vertical takeoff and
ianding and short takeof and landing air-
craft. Rather they can be employed in com-
plementary fasbion,

Possibly the most important task in coun-
tering guerrilias Is to strike at thelr bases
and headquarters. This iz more than ever
true as regards Communist guerillas since
the cadres (who provide the command, con-
trol, and psychopolitical stimulation) are
the keys to the Communist guerrilla move-
ments.

Guerrilla bases and headquarters or com-
mand and control centers must be attacked
repeatedly and with celerity. Higher speeds,
greater ranges, and greater payloads rll com-
bine to place more close-support fire and
more counterguerrilla forces and their weap-
ons on the target area within a shorter time
span. The result is that the reactlon-
dispersal time of the guerrillas will be con-
siderably reduced.

One has only to study guerrilla case his-
tories of the Second World War, of postwar
Greecee. and Malaya, and of today's Viet Cong
to appreclate how vital Is the cutting of this
reaction time.

The experlence of the French in Indo-
Ching has shown that mobllity alone is not
sufficlent in counterguerrilla operations.
The deslderatum is intelligence-directed mo-
bility. While information may be collected
in a humber of ways, improved types of heli-
copters and fixed-wing alrcraft offer sig-
nificant advantages in acquiring data on
counterguerrilla operations. Aerlal recon-
naissance and surveillance can be used both
to provide original information and to verify
intelligence from other sources.

Further developments in aerial photog-
raphy and in sensing devices can be ex-
pected to have great value in counterguer-
rilla operations, Thus, for example, the
continued development of heat-sensing de-
vices might be employed to locate guerrilla
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